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' A&iSTRACT' - - ' 

ILC:^^ ^ - utilizing data collected from high school sophoiores 

H;n 1972 and 1973, the study investigated the religious behavior , and 
: Orient aiions of rural Black, White, andTBexican Aaerican youth in 
? reference to religious affiliation, church participation, religious 

self-i«age (perceptions by peers) , religious identification as an' 
f^iip^diient to. social attainment, importance of religion in selecting 

a lftttur^ parents* church participation. In aiddition, the 

■ertenV to which socioeconomic status (SES) influenced any differences 
^by; ethnic identity were explored. rThe Chi Square test and the 

Cprr^ected Coefficient of Contingency were used for data analyses, 
^indi^gs included: Hejxican Americans were mainly Roman Catholic, 

macks were predominantly Baptist, and White youth had a greater 

diversity of church affiliation; Black girls had the highest rates of 
^chutch participation while Mexican American boys had the lowest; 

Mexican Americans, particularly boys, were slightly more likely than 
V^^hers to consider religion important, in selecting their future 
'J^pbus^; fathers attended church. less freguent than mothers; 
/generally, SES did not influence substantially either inter-ethnic 
: variability of religious attributes or intra-ethnic patterns ; Black . 

youth more frequently viewed religion as an impediment than White 
' youth -Ino information existed on Mexican American youth for this 

Variable); almost all of the ycath gave a religious affiliation. 
(NQ) • ' - • . 
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INTRODUCTION ' 

For, some time I have been aware of tJie paucity of research on or about 
the religious attributes and invotvements of rural youth in the-U.S, In my 
judgment this Is simply a reflection of the low priority that has been given 
for some years to reJlgion as a significant social variable In our society by 
American sociologists. My speciality is the study of disadvantaged youth, 
-Includlngc^mlnorJty-youth and rural youth. As a result of this continuing 
emphasis o>?er nK»re than a decade, I have overviewed a great deal of the accum- 
ulated research In Rural Sociology,, Sociology, and other related social sci- 
ences In the process of developing synthesis of extant knowledge about various 
types of youth (Kuvlesky> 1973; Kuvlesky and Juarez, 1975; Kuvlesky and _ 
Boykin, 1977; Kuvlesky, 1977). !t Is seldom that one finds current research 
reporting on the rel iglous attributes of youth, particularly rural, minority 
youth. Of the hundreds of research reports^ for instance; that have been pub- 
lished or presented in the last ten years on the status asp! rat Ions and the 

' _ _ - _ _ 

Status attainment process of rural youth, to my knowledge few Involve varia- 
bles pertaining to religion in any but the most superficial manner (i^e., 
church affiliation) (Preston, 1969; Yankelovlch, 157^). Personally, I feel 
this paucity of Interest is based on a widespread assumption that in jeneral 
religion doesn't make much difference as a possible explanatory or condition- 
ing :varlable. for the thirfgs (variables) most of us are interested In. 

Ho.sesty compels me to admit that |, as a research sociologist, shared 
this assumption - without much critical reflection - until very recently. 
This past year I had, the opportunity to do some intensive field observation 
oriented toward case studies of two small populations of rural young people 
in rather different geographical and cultural setti^^gs: Spanish Americans 



Npi^.thern Taos Co. , New Mexico and Amish and Mennonite youth {n Holmes Co.» 
^f^J; .vSK^^ 1S77). What I observed about the life situations of these 



, ;t|^ groupings of youth Cjaused me to seriously reflect about the assumption 
? that reU not very frultfyl for social science research. 

I came away from my intensive field experiences with a very definite feeling 
. tt^^^^ church,*' in their presence or absience, had a consl<ler- 

C >ble,^^^^^^^^^ the life situations of the two sets of youth I observes!. 

11^^ woven Into the life situations of other rural youth; tho^e 

^^^y^:^-X and of different ethnic origins? . 

'it is thTs question I intend to address In the analysis reported here, ' 
^^@^^t^;^_^jS^i^ a trl-cthnic comparatlA/e data set on Texas rural youth that I col- 
lected In 1972 and 1973. While this study predominantly focused on status 
-V. project Ions and orientations toward social mbbl 11 ty^ It included several 
. scattered, indicators of religious participation and orientations: enough to 
make it worthwhile to pull them together within a common focus for analysis. 
Given the paucity of existing research knowledge on religious attributes of 
rural youth and on tnter-ethntc comparative analysis In general, I felt an 
,cxd1 oratory, empirical analysis could contribute some Important Insights, 
eVen given the obvious limitations of the scope of the data* If such in- 
slgnts do evolve, fruitful hypotheses to stlmulate^and guide future research 
- could be expected* 

OVERVI£W OF RELEVANT LITERATURE ' 

Most ot the research reported about rural populations Is often badly 
dated, or concerned with limited community case studies, and almost never 
treats religious traits of rural youth (Hasslnger, 1978: Chpt. 18; Nash, ^ 

1365; Burchtnal, 1965; Salisbury, 1965: Chpt* 16). A few studies have 

"I - - -- . » - > 
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explored the association of religious affijiation with other variables — usu- 
al lybehavfor viewed as deviant (Preston, 1969). As far as I know, no repor- 
ted study has explored ethnic variability in religious attributes of ruraT 
^ youth. It Is commonly assumed by many in our society that rural people are 
generally homogeneous In reference to rel igious aff il lations, participation, 
• arid orientations. Although, a^ least one rural sociologist has recent ly'^^ , 



warned against this assumption (ftassJnger, 1978: 3^8'-3^9) . An inspection of 
several prominent Sociology ot Rel igJon texts turned up nothing on religious 
.attributes cf either rural or minority youth (Salisbury, 1965; Clock and 

-^tai^k, 1965^ t : 

Ethnic variabil ity is known to exist along a number of dimensions pf 
valuations, attitudes, -orientations, status'aspiration^^ and even in some 
cases behavioral patterns* Results from analysis of data sets compar- 
able to the one used here Indicate di fferences of varying , magnitude In 
the status aspirations and expectations, values, and language patterns 

/ of rural Black, White, and Mexican-American youth in Texas (Kuvlesky , 
/rWr)^^ and J\jarez/ 1971 ; Kuvlesky and Edington, 1976; Patella and 
Kuvlesky, 1973; Nyberg, 1978). While it should, be fairly obvious that 
V Mexican Amerlcan.-youth, w^^ are predominantly Roman Catholic, will vary In 
terms of religious attributes as compared with rural Black and White youth 
in East Texas, who are predominantly protestant, we have no research-based 
notions of what the nature or magnitude of these differences are,. Yet, If 
our widely used,notipn of ^'ethnic subculture** has broad validity for explain- 
ing the 1 I^f e situations of ethnic youth, we shoujd expect to find some marked 
variability In religious attributes among significantly differentiated ethnic 

"lunlts, including those we, intend to sf jdy (Greele/ and McCready, 197^: Chpts. 

/ 6and7). This research should contrib te evidence to help evaluate the general 



vaUdity of the notion of comprehensive ethnic subcultures, and to what extent 
feligioh provideista basis for subcultural delineation* 

----- 1 ~ \ _ * ,"'»." 

;r ' TEXAS YOUTH STUDY (1972-1973) ^ 

The data utilised for this stfudy were collected from high school sopho- 
mores as a result of two separate but highly coordinated field e fforts^as 



follows: Nonmetropoli tan East. Texas Blaci^ and^ White youth, Spring. of 1972; 
and JtonmetropoUtan So^ Texas Mexican'*American youth, Spriiig of 1973* 
While the time lapse of one year between the collection of data on the Mexi- 
can^American sophomores and that of the other ethnic groupings might have - 
produced a problem in* comparabi 1 ity of the data sets, a recent report present- 
ing findings on historical change in occupational projections of Jtexi can- 
American youth from^ the study area involved here Indicated 1 ittle significant; 
change between j967 and 1973 (Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975) . JDetal led descjriptiojns 
of the study areas and respondents are available in Kuvlesky and Edingtpn 



Care was taken to insure that all data collection operations were Iden- 
ttcal in the two separate field investigations by utilizing sta(idard opera- 
tions. In each case all high school sophombres present in the schools selec- 
ted for study on the day of thu Study were given questionnaires and immediately 
assured of the confidential I ty of their respi>nses* A trained interviewer 
read each item aloud giving the students enough time to complete their res- 
pposes before proceeding. The questionnaires disiprtbuted were identical with 
respect to the variables involved in this analysis (see APPENDIX A). 

J n conclusion, the high leyel of comparability of the data, historical 
period of study, and study'^areas provides us with the best opportunity that 
has existed, as far as we know, to investigate broadly interrethnic varlabirity 

Wr:y' -. - - ■ . ■ . ■ -- .. - . , ^. ■ . 
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In Yei Iglous involvement 'arid orlentatlons of rural youth. - 
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. • SPECIFIC RESEARCH OBJECTIVES ' . 
My general objective is to 'see what my Texas Youth Study data can tell 






jne about the rellgjous behavior and orientations of rural youth and how thesV 




''W. - 


may vary b^ ethnic origins. Within the limits of my data 1 can explore these 






questjons.in reference to the following variables:: 




- '^'•^ ~- . 


Religious Participation 

1. Religious Affiliation * ' 
v52. Chu ' 






Bv^ Rel i gibus Qri en tat irns" * ^ - * : ' V 






I. Religious Self- Image (Perceptions of how peers view the subject in ' y 

-^y^ - :this/^regard}^ ' : . j : : - " l: v \} 






Pjeri^lous Identificattcn as an Impediment to Social Attainment 






3% Importance of ftelilfo^^ Future Spouse (Relative to 






C* Parents^ Church ' - ^ - 


■ 




. K Mother's . . ^ . 






'2* Father's ^ . . ; 


::- \^ 




The, Instruments used to obtain responses pertaining to these variables 
are attached in APPENDIX A, 1 will discuss procedures pertaining to measure- 


'■■ p: 




ment at appropriate places later In the discussion of analysis.. .* 

. . ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS ' 


1 




My basic objective used to guide the analysis to be reported here Is to 
determine to what extent ethnic differences exist, by sex, on each of the 






.variables noted previously. 1 will use the Chi Square test and the Corrected 
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Coefficient of Contingency (C) to assist in maldng judgments about the sig- 
niflcance and magnitude of any -differences observe.d (Champion, 1970). In addi- 
tion, I wHI attempt to explore the extent to which socioeconomic status Iri- 
fiuenced any differences by ethnic Identity that were observed. 
.This section Is ordered by the nature of variables Included and procedure— 
ibl^aoajysls used as follows: — — 
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I. Religious Affiliation and Partictpatlon^of Youth 

r -|| . Youths' Rellglous.Orientations * • 

11 1 » P^arents' Rel igious Participation ' . 

iV. SES nnd Ethnic Differences / „ ^ 

, V. Summary of Findings ^ .i ^ h ^ r 

I : Religious Affiliation and Participation of Youth (Ta^le 1) 
; : The social differentiation of the Texas, youth studied on rel I glbh ^y 
ethnicity Is very strong tC».80). Almost_all |texl can Anier lean youth^^^ 
fied themselves as Roman Catholic and fully 70*j>^Lthe^Kacks Id^ntlflei^ as^^ 
baptists. The dominant ethnic, grouping ("Wh I tes''r^^ from the tv«> 

minority groupings In that they deimonstrated nwch greater hetercgenelty of 
religious affiliations than the minorities Still, similar to the Blocks, a^ 
neir majority of the Whites J^iS*) wis re Baptist and Sk% Indicated they ^re 
Affiliated with a protes tint denomination. " y 

the more detailed measurement categories from which TabjeJ_ was derived 
indicated that only one person of the Jewish faith was Included In the total 
set of samples. It Is also surprising to note that not a single East Texas 
Black Indicated affiliation wjth the Roman Catholic Church; although, It Is 
v^li known that many of these Black |«mflles originally to Texas from 
toulslana, where Catho,Uc rural Black^amll les are not uncommon. 



: 'V. v7 -• - ■ ■ '. ' 7- 

Table K Ethnic Type of Texas Rural Youth and ReHgious Identification — 



Black White Mex> Amer. 
Re 1 1 g f ou s 1 den t i f J ca t i on % S "'^ " ~ 



'Baptist : - - [Sr ■ [SI . • 0 

Methodist , ' \ ' V - ■ " 12..' \k - ' 0 

/ ' =-(Protesi3nt^-7- 457^- f8it, ^(8^ 

Church of Christ , 11 - 6 0 - 

Other Protestants ^ 3 17 8 

^ - . 1' 1_ '_L- — — 

r Rpnan Catholic" -k' 0 .13 r" TO " 

None - * • \ . . .. ' • 3 ! 3 " ^ 



--'1 



No Information* 


0 . 


0 




TOTAL ; ■ 


100 


lO'O 


100 




192 


. 275 


36i» 


>^ < ' , • '• , j 
* Not i nc 1 uded t n Ch i Square, eva 1 uat i on . 




. = 645.95 





d.f. » 10 
P = <.001 

c = rao 



> i jndivldual comparative ethnic data by sex was not proyided because of 
"the strong similarity between^the male^and female proifiles of affilia- 
-tlpn across' ethnicl ty . 



- - , lir can be safely concluded that ethnic origin Is strongly associated^ 
Vwlth: religious affiliation of the youth studied. One Important commonality^ 

shared by the three ethnic groupings fs that very fevy respo^ndents Indicated 
''no'! church affiliation. Obv I ous l.y_ then , It can be concluded that almost all 

- you th of every ethnic type had a religious Idehtif icatlon. 



^k^f AChurch Participation (Table 2) 

i!^^^^^ ^ f^^^^ to a church Is one thing; but being 'nvolved as an active' 

g^i^^r ;^.^ participant is another thing. The results of statistical tests clearly I ndi- 
V ^c^ ethnic differences in frequency of church participation for 

both boys and glHs.. For both gender compa|^fsons Black youth were found to 
-attend church frequently to a substantially greacer extent than the other two 
. - ethnic types. Among the males, Mexican Americans differed markedly from the 
(^^^^^ having indicated a high rate of .infrequent /pXrtlclpa^ fully 

A V haJf^^^^ t>6ys indicated they attended church selidom or 

?; :;,y^n^^^^ had by f a " the lowest proportion of ''f requent " 

: ^^^^ diipferences noted, several common patterns of rel iSlt^us 

^ vr participation are important to note. First, a majority or near majority of ; 
^V^all ethnic types Indicated frequent church attendance, which means they went 
^^: ?^ Xo Qhurch at . least once , a week. Secondly, a patterned gender difference 

, w ethnic groups Is tlear.ly observable: a proportionately much greater 
^^^^ V^^^^^^^ of boys as compared with girls attend church seldom or never. ■ ; 

i (.. Youths ' Reli g I ous Or i enta't Ions - . 
1 . Rei tglous Self- image (Table 3) ' . ' 

^, We Included a question jnour study .aimed at producing an unobtrusive 
-. vv 1^^ self-Image" - whether or not the respondent conceived 



O - 
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-table 2, A Tr!-Ethnic Comparison of Texas Rural Youths' Frequency afChurch 

» Attendance * ' ' ■ - . ^ : -.^ 



Males ; Females ' 



■"-^ ^ - ■ Males t-emaies 

fc Frequency of . Black White Mex.Am. Black White Mex.Am. 

Church Attendance % \ %- % ^ * 



i 1 - 



Church Attendance 

K Never/Prac. Never ; 8 14 —25 ^ / - ^ 1 

^^i^ - (Seldom) (23). (31) (51) ('7)' m (^^iV/ri 

2,; Few Times a Yr , " 15 17 26 5 ^ 1 2; ^ 3!^^ 



•3. 1-2' Times a Mo. ■ • 25- 20. 12 



18 -21 21- ' 



li;<)nce a 'Week ' ' ' 38 32 31 , ^ ^50 , ^^ y- ^2 

(Frequent)' (52; (49) ; (36) , (75) (57);. (6^)^^^ 3:, 



■ ■ ■ ■ . 



6. No Information* ._0 '_6 . _1_ ' ' ' ' I 



TOTAL 100 100 100 100 100 |0p^ 



^1 ::£^ 



N .. . 98 133 178 94 1.38- . -201 



- - " -" =• 

— — ^ 



/ ' *Na Information was not Included in- Chi Square evaluations.. 



, . . /■ - X2 = 35.44 - X2 = 26.98 ~ , ; : 

^#5 ; V : • - d.f. = 8 - - d.f. = 8 . ^; 

fe^sJ:}?^^^^" ; V .. . p = <.noi p = <.ooi : "Z":^ 



C = .35 - • C = .31 



mm 



■ 



r - -7= 
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Table 3 . Textfs "Rural Youths' Perceptions of Being Viewed as a Religious Person 
' by Peers.: A Tri-EtLnIc Comparison by Sex 



/ V r Con s I der jed 

m:My feliaious^ 



Males 


Black 


White 


X. ' . 






-1,2- 




^9 



■ 1.9 





Females 




Black 

% 


White 

% 


Mex.Afn: 


53 


59/ 


71 




\ 36' 


29 



^ ri 

No Infor.* 




• 5 


0 

-r 




5 ■ 


0 


TOTAt^ - 


\ 100 


100 ■ 


- 100 ' 


100 


100 


' 100 ' 



N 



98 



133 . W: 



----- 



9*^ ^V38r 



S^^^^j rnformat 1 on 




js not included in Chi Square evaluations 
• . .X2 = 1 .^38 • 

d.f.' = 2 • • 

- . p = >.50 
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of themsefves as a. religious person. The question asked them to Indicate 

whether or not their friends perceived the subject to be a religious person* 
. /v No significant differences existed among the ethnic groupings of boys 
^7 tn t^^^^ - roughly half of each male grouping perceived themselves as 

ielng vl^d as religious. Among the hnic groupings the differences 

V were significant, particularly between Biacks and the other two types. Black 

girls markedly more often perceived themselves as being viewed as a religious 



pe^rspn than a ll\other ethnic sex types.- 



Perhaps the most noteworthy observation about the\eliglous self-Image 



IerJc: 



Indicator Is the fact that generally the ethnic-sex groupings appear to be ^ 
^^larfzed Into two contrasting subgroupings - those who hav* a view of them- 
selves as a religious person and those who: do not. Certainly one could 
hypothesize that this cleavage should produce some differentials In other 
WientationG and behaviors (i*e. moral values, sociaT conservatism, and moral 
behavior) iPres ton, 1969). Thls^ should be a promising hypothesis to evaluate 
Inlfuture analysis of tfieii^^d^^^ In new research |0n youth. 

2/ Religion. Impedes Social Attainment #able^4) ' 

Among a set of items used to measure "perceived opportuntty" for attain- 
ment of achieved status goals (i.e., job prestige); we included one on whether 
or not the subject's Vel igion would impede attainment of job as^ rations. 
Unfortunately data is not available on the ^lexi can-American youth sample in 
this regard. . 

^ - ' ' • - . ■ 

A comparative analysis of responses from Black and White East Te.xas 
-^outh by sex demonstrate clear ethnic differences. While d laro»j majority 
of both ethnic types, regardless of gender, indlicated their recjlon had no 
negative litipact on their chances to achieve their status goals, markedly 
more Black ybuth deviated from this general pattern than Whl u youth. Cluarly 

. / -13 ^ 
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Table 4 . Texas Rural Youthi^ Perceptions of Their Religion as an Impediment to 
Opportunity ^ for Social Attainment: A TrNEthnIc Comparison by Sex. 



Degree of 
tmpediment to 
OpportunI ty 



>ne ' 

A- 

Some 



Males 



Fema 1 es 



^ Black White Hex. Am. 





T 
77 

10. 



* 91. No Infor. 

7 



Black White Mex.Atn. 



82 



95 No Infor.' 



— 10 - ^--5' 



Much/ Very Much 


11 


2 — - 


5 c 0 . - — , 


: No Informat ion^ 


2 


.0 . . — 


3 0 -r- 


TOTAL / 


100 


100 — 


100 - 100 —- 


■ : - - - - - I 


98 


1.33 178. 


^9^ , 138 ' 261' • 


^ A Ho Information Is excluded 
/ - Bla^ic and Whltfe samples* 


from Chi Square evaluations. 


which include only 






X2 = 3.56 


X2 = 8.0i» 






d.f. =V' 


d.f. = 2 ' 


" •* ^ " 




P = <.01 
C = .29 


P = <.02 

c = .27 



"i 
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the minority youth were much more likely (2 to 3 times as likely) to perceive 
religion as an impediment to attainment of their social status goals. 
3* Importance of Religion of Future Spouse (Table 5) 

. We Included an item on religion among a set of Items utilized as a 
checl^-'dst of attributes entering into the selection of a future, spouse. For 
each'Uem the respondent was asked to indicate the importance the attribute 
helo in' the selection of his or her future spouse. 

The differences among the ethnic groupings for both sexes were statis- 
tically significant but for the most part not very large. Mexican-American 
youth, particularly boys, we^ most likely^ to. indicate religion was important 
in -the selection of a Spouse. And, White youth were most likely to view 
religion as relatively unimportant, in this regard, particularly among the 
boys. ^ ' ^ , * , 

Again, however, as was the case with rel Igious sel f-Image, perhaps %jf\e \ 
most 'significant observation here Is the general tendency for eaci} ethnic 
grouping tp_ be polarized on this orientation into two substantial opposing , 
categories. While at least kO% of all etbnic-sex groupings indicated rei i- 
glon as important in selecting a mate, generally similar and sometimes larger 
proportions considered religion unimportant. 

I n. Parents' Religious Participation ^ 
Mother s (Table 6) 

Similar patterns of ethnic differences were observed to exist among both 
boys and girls in refej-ence to mothejV church at ten^^ those _for 

the boys W€^r^ not nearly as substantial as thQse among the girls. The most 

* 

prominent patterns are: 

(1) Black mothers were the most frequent at tenders. 

(2) Mexican American mothers were the least frequent attenders. 



1i< 



Table S . Importance of Future Spouse Having Same Religion as the Respondent : 
, A Comparison of Ethnic Types of Texas Rural. Youth by Sex 



Hales Females 



Importance of Black Wh i te Hex. Am. Black White Mex.Am. 

Same Rel igion ""^ "1 ' S % % - i _ • 



1. Not Impt. 11} 26 I'* ' 20 28 16 

^ . / (35) (55) (35) (50) (55) m 

2. Not Very I mpt. 25 29 21 30 27 28 

3V.rmpt. ' < 26 23 31 18 30 32 

, .(50) m (58). m m isk) 

fr.; Very ;ifflpt. 2'* 20 27 25 I'* 22 



5 • No Infor . 


11 


2 


7 


7 


1 


2 


TOTAL 


100 


100 


■ 100 


100 


100 


100 




98 


133 


J 78 


9'* 


138 


201- 


t ^M?an jScore . 


2.67 


2.39 


2.76 




2 .30 


2.61 






x2 = 19.03 






X2 = 25.26 








d.f. = 8 






d.f. = 8 ' 








P = <.02 






P = <.01 " 




" - ft * 




C -= .25 




* 


C = .31 
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table 6 . Mothers' Attendance at Religious Services Among Ethnic Types of Texas 
: . V ^ Rural Youth by Sex 



_Males 



Females 



Frequency of 
Church Attendance 



Black White HeiCAm-. 



T 



T 



Black _White Mex.Am. 



Nevcr/Prac. Never 10 \k 16 

: ■ . (Seldom) (20) (30) (36) 
2V- FSw..Hmes a Yr. 10 16 — . 20 ' 



T 

3 27 10 
(13) m . (38) 

■10 17 - 28 - 





3. 


1-2 Times a Mo. 


21 


15 


16 


12,. 


14 


' 19: 
























-Once a Week 


36 


32 


36 


37. 1 


c 26 


30 






7:^^:^ . ( Fr equen t ) 


(5M 


(53) 




(69) 


(V.) 


(Al 






Once a Wk« or More 

-- - ^ ' ^ 


18 


2.1 




J2'.- 


15 


11 




6. 


No Information* 


■ 5 . • 


2 


3 


6 , 


1 

1 ; 


.2 
























TOTAL • '■ 


100- 


locr' 




100 


100 


'i6o 






N 


-98 


133 


178 ; 




138 


201 






No Information is excluded 


from Chi 


Square evaluatiofis 






r _ 



X2 « li».93 
. d.f. » 8 
.Q5<P< ..10 
C » '.25 



X2 « 110.83 
d.f.^ 8 
p = <.001 
C « .57 



=r:- -_i - 



17 



Obviously, the rate of frequency of attendance of White mothers fell 
between these extremes; however, they more closely approximated the Mexican- JJ: 
rAmer^rtans than they did the Blacks. ^ . , ^ 

Fathers (Table 7) - 

Exactly -the same patterns of ethnic differences were observed for fathers* 
xhurch participation as were observed for mothers* participatibnY" the pnly^^^ 
<H Inference being that tne ethnic variability Is much stronger among boys in 

Hotfiers and Fathers Compared (Table 8) 

rw^V A fathers V and mothers' frequency of church at£ef>'-^ v 

Tjla^ce <juicjcly led to the conclusion that the youths* perccptron^^of these^^ 

Indicated. a clear and qonsistent, s ex- role difference ciJtt I ng^ ac^ 
^ethnic types. Consequently^ l/declded to. put these percentage distribu^lbns^^ ^^^^^^^^^^^^ -^^^ 
^ide.by side Jn a new tabfilar display to show clearly thjs pattern (T^ble^^;^^| 
From this presentation of the data ft can be q^lckjy seen that cHurch partite! - v;;^^ 
patipn of fathers.^nd pothers differs in a clear and consistent manner; re- ;^ 
gardress, of ethnic tv^^: fathers, are substantially less likely to participate 
ij^han mothers." / ' r v*:; ' 

^ It'ls intferest^ng to note that even though the ethnic groupings demon- 
strate consistent knd somewhat marked difference In church partrcipation of 
bpth parents, the^. are very similar in this sex-role patterning between 
mothers' and fatSc^' behavior. If ^h Is sex-role patterning is marked and : \: , 
cbnslstent It could (through family socialization) produce the gender dlff er- 
sncls noticed previously among the male and female youth serving as subjects _ 
here. It Is a well documented fact that parents remain ''signlfican.t o*thers'' V ^: 
and role models, for their children into late adolescence (Bealer , Wi 11 its , and ^ ; 
LM#idav;1565Xv If thibJs sowe sh<i^^ sec some pos HI ye correlations between the / 



S — ' 



17 



Table Fathers* Attendance at Religious Services Among Ethnic Types of Texas 
^ Rural Youth by Sex - 



Hales 



Frequency of , 
Church:: Attendance 



Stack White Mex>Am. 



Females 

Black White Mex>Am> 



^ ; }V» Never/Prac/ N \9 29 

li^-.;.-:-.;:. -.v:,, . ' ■ (Seldom) W W 



Jiy^^^ Times a^Mo> 
4V Once a Week 



12. 



17 



22 16 

' (Frequent) (42) (30) 

5. Once a Wk. or More 20 \{i 



30 

( 

12 
21 



(57) 



T 
26 



T 



38 

(33) (52) 
7 lA 



(26) 



X2 - 31 .03 
' d.f. « 10 

, p » < . oor 

C » .33 



2« 20 ; 

(^♦3) (29) 
15 9 



28 
31 

I'l 
17 



(59) 



(20) 



3- 

















6;^, No Information 


■ 13 


5 


. 5. 


20 


10 


7 






























TOTAL 


.100 


lOO 


100 


100 


100 


100 




98, 


133 


178 : 


9^* 


138 


201 




- - _ - V _ _ 













X2 = 59.77 
d.f. = 10 



P « <.001 



C = M 



^ ERIC : 



19 



18: 





Attendance by Ethn 


ic Type 




- 






- 








Black 






White 






Hex. Amer. 






: Moth. 

: - i . 


Path. 

% 


Off. 


Hoth. 


Path. 

■ % 


Dif. 

% 


Moth. 

% 


Path- 

% 


Dif. 


^ : ACIuOfn- 


' 17 


yi 


(+16) 


37 


50 


(+13) 


- 37 


-58 


(+21) 


Monthly 


16 


,8 


(-8) 


11*. 


13 


(-1) 


'7 


13 


(-M - 




61 


1*2 


(-19) 


1*8 


29 


(-19) 


kk 


. , 23 


(-21) 


7^ Ho 1 ntoi:^ 


y 6 


17 


(+11) ' 


? 
1 


8 


(+7)- 


2 


6 


(+i») 




■■ 100 


100 




100 


100 




: 100 


100 





so 



reit^ious participation of parents and children when they are matched by sex*. 
We;can^do tills within: the coa^^ 

Mbther-Daughter^ Father^-Sbn Comparisons (Tables 9^10) 

it can be reaciily seen for the^ mother-daughter comparisons by ethnicity 
that the correspondence of frequency rates of attendance is not very gopd, 
except for Blacks* This is due to a very consistent and patterned tervdency 



across all three ethnic groupings for girls to indicate markedly more frequent 
attendance than^hey report for their mothers* Essentially the same findings 
exist for the father-^son comparisons. Again, we tind a strong common pattern 
^^^^^ : ^^^^ cuts across al 1 ethnic groups: the youth participate in church markedly 
Jriore\^re^^ their sex-matched parent - boys more than fathers, and 

vjgirlsrmorect ^ { y i : ^ /^^^ ^ v 

: I t'h/nk it is clear, partlcularfy among. the' boys ^^^^^^ 

sex-rple patterning in frequency rate profiles doies exist / Perhap,s/on<^^^^^ 
these ado! are in more corbie te control of thel r daily 1 ives (i^^^^^^^^^ 

^15?^ ^^^^^^ leave high: school) the sex-matched, parent-child profiles will 

S5?^?£Ttc r come 5nto closer al ignTOnt*^ The evidence certainly^suggests that many par- , 
ents may wellssee church attendance as more Important for their teen-age 
Jcbhljdren; than for ihiemsel ves^;y / v : ^ 

, v One promising prp^ for future research ^iM^J^^^^^^ tiSe - 

nature ^pf matched or mismatched paren^-^child rat^^^^ on other 

bjehayloral and social variable^ pertajnlng to family interaction, tfec is ion- 
n»)fi^V and quality of life. - -.^^ \ 

IV. Social and Ethnic Differences (Table U) " * 

: v/ two ethnic minority groups, represented by the Black and Mexican- ^ 
American youth stud l^d^^re^ are relatively disadvantaged In socioecpnomlcJ 
status. tsES) as compared W|^th the majority or domlnaitt ethnic group (Hhlte 
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;:V;ir- ? 9; A Comparison of P atterns of Church Participation Between Texas Rural 

g-: J. r: Gtrls-and Their Itothers by. EtH^^TrTy^ 



i 



: : of Church 

y;:,/?.iyPartlcJp.. 

Seldom - 



^Frequent 
No Infor. . 









- - .- --* . - 
- i - ' " 


- - 






Black 






White 




^toth, 




M-D 
D^f. 


Moth . 


Daua^ 


MrD 
Dif. 


- - - 










- ~ >" 

13 


7 


4-6) 




21 


(-23X 


■ 12' 


' 8 




. - 14 


21 


(+7) 


69 


75 


(+6) 




57 - 


(+16) 



Hex 



Moth • 



Daug. Pi f;. 



X 



■ - 

-- y 

_ ^- 



19 
Vl 



21 



;6i - (+20) 




1 1 

.100 ' lOQ 



(0) 



2: 
100 



■ 

: . 




■ 



• • ■ ■ 
:•- 

I 

' ' 

■ , ■ 



I 

- - - -- < 

" : . . ' ' ...I 
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Table 10. A Ctomparison of Patterns of Church PaFttcipation Between Tex as Rural 
: . ■ Boys and Their Fathers by Ethnic Type 







- 












- _ - 




r ^Patterns : 
Partlctp. 


f-ath. 

. * ' V 


Son 

T" 


M-D 
Dif. 


Path. 

: 


Son 


M-D 
Dif. 

T"* 


Fath. 

i 


Son 

X ■ 


M-D : 

Dif. 


; Seldom' ; 


■ 33 


23 


(-11) 


- "i»8- 


31 


(-17)' 


57 


51 


(-6) 


Monthly 

r^^F>equ(Bnt;>r 


12 


25, 
52- 


(+13) 
(+10) 


30 


20 
kS 


(+3) 
(+19) 


12 
26 


■.''^ 


. (+1) 

(+10) 


Ji^Mo, lofbri^ ; 


13 . 


0 : 


(-J3). 


5 


0 


: (-5)1 :' 


■ 5 




^ (-5) 


TOTAL 


100. 


' 100 




100 


lOO 




100, . 


100 





■ JL- 



V? 



Kit--.;:" 
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^^1e IK Sumnary Over view ComparTson of Total Ethnic Samples With Lower Class Pdrtlon of Each on 
Selected^Rel ig ion :At<tr I butes 









- 


Sampl e ' 


Bl. 


Wh. 


M.A. 










Total 


67 




0 




72 




0 



Jlel ffion? ? 



;;Bapttst 



Totai-L.C . 
Comparison 

No CJiange 



Bl. W[r. 
80 kf> 



Total-L.C. 
M.A. % Comparison 



0 

m urn t 

b 



No Change, 



Cathol ic 



Total 



L.C. 



0 14 
0 16 



83 

"85 



No Change 



0 
0 



13 
20' 



84 
85 



No Change 



Frcq. Attend 
Church 



Total 
L.C. 



52 49 36 
54 47 . 31 



No Change 



75 57 

76 57 



61 
63 



No Change 



;.Cons I de red a , 
Rel Ig. Persfon 



Total 



L.C.: 



52. ■ , 42 
63 ' 47 



51 




MA 

Change ' 
(Slight) 



53 
52 



59 
57 



71r 
67 



No Change 



Rel . I mpedes ■ 
iSoc. Attalnmen t 



Total 



L.C. ^ 



21 
14 



9 
5 



No Change 



15 
4 



No Change 



Rel . of Future 
^^ppuse ' 



Total 50 Ml 58 
L.C- . ^ ,.49' . 55 



Blacks 
, Change 
(Moder.) 



;43 
40 



41 



54 
56 



No 'Change 



lERIC 
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youth) as Is clearly Indkated In Firure 1 (Kuvlesky, Wright, and Juarez, 
1971: 137-138). Consequently, It. could be argued that any ethnic differences 
J ^we hayc observed may be' simply correlates of SES. Because of the low number 
V of re of each ethnic type and the predominance of ''Low SES" among 

the minority ethnic groupings. It Is Impossible to ImpJeroent a rigorous con^ 
trpi for ififluence of SES on Interethnic differences, instead I decided 
to control on SES by el imlnatlon, by comparing the lower SES segments of the 
et1i)i I c groupings. Obviously, this l imits our abl 1 tty to general ize about 
^ the Influence of SES vs. ethnic Identity on 'the rel iglous attributes of youth 

to pnly lower class youth. If the ethnjc differences observed in comgarison 
- of the' total ethnic samples are general 1^ observed jto parallej those pbserved; 
: ^or com^^ the Low SES segments of each ethnjc 

^^assume that the ethn differences^ observed have not been caused by^ et^^^^^^ 
' variability in SES. ' - ^ y -^^^^ -^^^ ' 

7 _ A suinmary overview coinpa.rispn of^the patterns of religious Involvement 
and^^ orientation .differences by jBthnFclty fpr^the total samples and the Lower 
: SES segments is given In Table Til . Wtthout exception th^ patterns of d if- ^ 
J ferences^oBseryed among females are very similar in both cases - the patterns . 
Z ^ajrwng Lower ^SES segn« are veryjsjmilar to those observed in the totaK 

sample comparisons. Generally, the same Is true for males with two exceptions 



as^fol lows; 



(j) Religious Self-Image ; 
Total Samples W<B1 , MA 
Low SES « HA,. B1<W 

and - ' 



^ (In essence the White boys change 
positions with the other two types,) 



(2) importance of Religion of Future Spouse ; 

Total Sample « HA>B1>W (In essence ^the White boys and Black 

boys switch positions.) 



Low SES 



MA>W>B1 



iERic; 
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Figure 1. Ethnic Variation in Socioecdaomic Status ?^mons ' Selected Texas 
Rural Youth . 



m 




White 



IS.Texas) . 

-Ethnic Types of Texas Rural Youth— —— 



^ mm;* 



:?^;^ased on d ichototpous classi f ication 6f ''Main Bread-winners^ occupation 



- 1---' " 



Low « unemployed, laborers, operatives., and clerical 
Higher « all others . - 
This is judged to be a conservative definition of Low SES. 



---- -r-x-^^ 

mm 



7 . i' 
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^11 

'■- - 'mm 



- * - 

^m 



A' - 



iv^i^-;*-^.-^^,- -•- -\" .^^ " ' " - 25 



111 each case the Low SES exceptions for males only alter the pattern of^ eth- 
nlddlf Terence; It does not eliminate them. In fact, it appears the magnitude 
cf difference in these two cases is greater among the Low SES segments than 
i¥"reference to the total samp le§.^ 

\^ It can be generally concluded, that ethnic differences persist, and for 
thfe^^^^^^ r a|n similar in nature and magnitude, when SES is controlled. 

From this observation it can^ be inferred that SES does not account for ethnic 
variability tn.rel igious attributes of the youth studied . 
% One interesting^erenilipitous finding was produced in the process of 
Imi^lementlng^^^ of SES. The extent^to which religion 

^^^^^^^ as a barrier to attainment of status goals decreases^ markedly , 

r regardless of ethnicity, among t^^ cla^s "Segments as compared with the 

^total 'sample- Why do upper SES classes tetid to view relig ion more often as 
Vv^^^^^^ status attainment than lower class youth? This-would be a good 



y^ ^^^^ to fol low-up in future research 



. 6 



V V v> Symn^i ry of Findings . ^ 

V: The analysis of the dats described previously produced a host of note- 
worthy findings pertaining to both interethnic differences among the Te^as 
rural youth studied and, a.t the same time, some Qpnsistently similar patterns 

- of rel^lgious attrlbu It Is necessary to pay attention to patterns of 
s^^^ the ethnic groupings Inyolved a$ well as patterns of ethnic 

variability if we are to achieve an honest, objective, and ba'a^nced compari-r 
s^^^^^ staitfement I wii5 first overview brieily the n:st sig- 

nificant" patterns' of ethnic variation and then briefly list the n<oiJ impof- 

. :: tant .oomro A suniniry overview of the re«;ults of the scutistlcal 

V ttests. used to evaluate Intereth'rtic variabllUy. by sex on th^ respondents'. 
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religious attributes Is presented in Table 12 . This Is followed by a suirimary 
pvervlew of Interethnlc patterns of difference in selected response categories 
and a description of the nature and strength of interethnlc patterns of 
yartabll I ty relative to the fur^l youths' religious involvements, partlcipa- 
tlcMi/and orientations, presented in Table 13 * 



Interethnic Differences * . 

17 Religious Affiliation : 

The three ethnic groupings differed markedly in church affiliation: 
' htexican'-Amerlcan . were predominantly Roman Cathollp, Black youth 
V v^re Baptist, and White youth demonstrated a greater diver- 

- sity of church affiliation than either of the two minority ethnic units. 
2. Church Participation by Youth : 

1 Black youth, regardless of gender, were more frequent participants in 

religious services than other$. Black girls had the highest rates of _ 
church participation and ^xi can-American boys had the lowest by fcr. 
/3. Orientations Toward Religion ; 

(a) Rel iglous Self-Image - ethnic differences were not substantial; how- 
ever, Black girls had a greater tendency to perceive themselves as 
being viewed as a re-llgiOus person than others. 

(b) Religion as 6n Impediment to Status Attainment - Black youth more 
frequently viewed religion as an impediment than White youth. (No 

^information existed on Mexican -American youth for this variable.) 

(c) Importance of Religion of Future Spouse - Mexican-American youth, 
particularly anpng boys, were slightly more ' kely than others to 
consider rel'gion as an important attribute of their future spouse. > 

^ ) - ■ - . 

■ 28 ■ - ■• 
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Tfible 12. A Summary Comparison of Significance of Ethnic 


Differences 






^^mong B1ack'» White, and Mexican American Rural 


Youth by Sex 


•- 










* ' - "'^^ 






. * \ ^ " Significance of Ethnic Differences 






\ Males 




Females 






Variable \ P(X2) 




P(X2) " 






' - ' "\ ■ 
Rel. Identlf. <.001 


.80 


<.00i ^ -§3 


... _ -^--j ^ 


if;^ -- ^ : 


■ Freq. of Church Attend. <.001 

/ - _ • S\ — ' 


.35. 


<-001 .31 




-^^ _ . - ♦ 


Viewed as Rel . Person \, * >ou 






* _ 'J 




Rel. as. Imped, to Attain:.'* <.01 


.29 


<,02 ' , .27 






Impt. of Rel . of Future Spouse <.02 


.25 


<.0| ^ -3^ 






ftotli^T' s CHurcR" Attend . . 05<P< . 1 0 


.25 


<,001 ^ -57 






v Fathfer's.Chu^^^ <.001 

- -- - - ~A ' 


.33 


<,001^ •42 




i- 


■ -^—^ 

Hex! can Antferlcan sample Is exeluded here. 






- :-- 


g^; - r_ - "I" r -- ' -r -~ ' 
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ttS%" ^^Mea?^ Sun»nary Overview of }r .srethnic Vartabilitv in Texas Ru ral Youths' ReUtjlous IdaRtricattori, 

p^^v^^V^^;^^'/ ;V ' p Orientations by Sex ' • 

Eth nic Di fferences 




Ethnlc Groups 
Bl. Wh. M,A. 




jjctentifJcatioriv 
Catholic 

St 



0 \h 
67 47 



83 
0 



Krequent Attend . 



52 

23 



if? 
31 



'36 
51 



lfli|it ^ of^^^^ Spouse 



52 
21 
50 



M2 



51 
58 



-Bi FEMALES 7 ^ ^ 
V / - bRe U gionf Var tab! es 



Jde^ntifi cation 

:v^Cathonc 

^ BaptVst ' 



IR&rttciipatlon 
" Freqiient Attend . 
: : Se 1 dpm^ t te nd . 



;t)rtent4tibns 
V Vlew^jd as Re) I gious 
Re 1 . 1 1 mpedes A t ta I n • 
- Impt •! of Re 1 /Future Spouse 



0 


12 


85- 


77 


ko 


. 0 


75 


57 


61 


7 


21 /• 


17 


53 


59 


V 71 


15 . 


-5 




43-^ 




54 



P at .05 



.80 



Nature 
of DIfs. 



MA>W>B 
B>W>MA 



5 



.35 



B>W>MA 
B<W<MA 



NS 
S 
S. 



; None 
.29-, B>W : 
.25 ' 'MA>B>W 



.83 . 



MA>W>B 
B>W>MA 



31 



B>MA, W 
B<W, MA 



S 
S 

-S 



.20 
.27 
.31 



MA>W>B 

B>W , . 
MA>W, B 



* Corn cted Coefficient of Contingency (Ch.ampion, 197.0: pp..' 20^-207) 



30 



Maqn> of Dif 



Very Large 



Marked 



None 
Moderate 
Slight > 



Veryb Large' 



Hdderate 
Moderate 



Slight- 

Moderate 

SJight 



00 
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J^ L^^ jn reference to both fathers' 

14^ 45^^^^^ church at tendmice. The patterns 



---- 



^-^^ bothjpan^nts but the ethnic vairl^ibMlty was more jsub- 



stantlal for fathers /vThe general, important parental patterns of -d If- 



^iheHce^^ as^f cHlows 



^^1^f^^|i^^^^^^^d^ ^easX likely to attend frequentlyv 

ll^ffe^^-^ i^^^ thes^ iwp jEsAtremes but are more similar 



to ^Hex I can -Amef I cans than B lacksV j 



Jxt^inslc^ of thls^ 1 Ine pf. analfysis by «cqn^^ fathersl 
'riS&t-.r^^- ^p#tl^|?rns (parental dl f f erence) and by cqmpa r i ng sexrmatched parentrchl 1 d 7^ 
^^^:^^^-^^^_^^tx>f)\e%^ of patterns of attendance djjd not reveal any nwirked^ 



^ C/^^^L jnterethnlc_ varlabi 1 t ty among, the ouraf youth described above, 

"^tegl^^ consistent patterns were also obsery^ to cut acrciss 



ethnic group I ngs. In the fqllowlng Important ways the three ethnic qrpuplngs 



, ^^^^^ W^^ strong and consistent slml far I ties. 

\. Rel Iglous Af f 1 1 1 at ion - few youth Tacked a parti cuU^^ 
^ ::t^ almost, all of these rural youth ga>^ a religious 

Id^ntlf tcatlpn^ "5 j ^^^V 

2>- CKurch of Youth - for each ethnjc type boys were less fre- 

feVquerjt part^^ than the I female counterparts* _ • 

In reference to religious self-lrtyage and importance of religion of futirre 
^7 1 spouse each ethnic group was polarized Into twp substantial ppppsfng sub* 
^nnipsv': , ' - ^ >vy- 



'isgj.' - ---- - ' . '.^ 



tAyfer-^^v ' , 4^^^^^ an Impediment to Stgtus Attainment - most Black and White 

fl^l; Impediment. 
^^^S^" l^i Piirents^^CKu^ cl pa tion - - 

c urch at tenders than nwth^rs. I 
(bjwien* parent and child partl.fi pat Ion prof lies are retched by gender. 



il-^l?^?¥^v4': ' 1 children show markedly greater frequency of" attendance than parehts. 

'^l^f^'?MiiM^ ^--emd Ethnfc- Pattens ' . ^I'^v " / - 



General ly,SES does not influence substantial ly either rnterethhic yar iaj 4 

^5;Jv§X^SvSM '<^^o^ or I ntra^^hnic patterns. / * : ^ . 



7 DiSeUSSIOM: SIGNIFICANCE OF FINDINGS 



^^^0ilOirL^2_^^^tie- findings of this study 1iave substantial sigrjificanc^^ bpth^the 
IfeZi;' ^ >-^.. ^ <levelQpmeijt of general empirical knowledge about the rel iglous behavior and 
" ^ youth and ethnic yariabil I ty iii jthis rcc^^^^ |n addl-^ 

- tJon> the^ g^ provide Insights that have Imp 1 icatlons for evaJu- 

|tlng the explanatory uti I ity-of a set of related cpnceptuar tools pertaining 
tH'ethnlc subculture'' and "minority ethnic'' assimilation in^to the broader^ 



^:4:^^,2re is no question \that the three ethnic groupings of youth studied 
m^^:^^rtr differed .markedly in thei r rel Iglous affi 1 iations. But, given this 



dramatic dif terrace, Interethnlc variability In the youths^ church parti ci - 
Jp^tfpn and rel Iglous orientations Is uneven , varying In magnitude greatly, 
r^rt^tnlyc some of these patterns, particularly in reference to frequency of; 
^^ir^tlclpation, are substantial enough to deserve attention. StlU , \t seems 
Iciear that ethnic differences, and associated yariobi 11 ty In rel Iglous Identi- 
fication or churcfi affi llat ion, do not consistently and stcpnal-y. influence to 
^^P[^jz^^^stt.fxtent patterns of religious, behavior religious orientations of 



31 



y Mth^^ limits of the context of variaWes^ available In 



Kilch more Impress W than the. jnterethmlc differences observed was th^^^^ 
i/^i^j^ 0arsK^ rather strong and very consistent patterns of sIm}lari1:Y 

^^^^f^^ZX religious orientations and sex-role and age-status 

^^^l^^li^jtylFc^ relative to arch participation. Clearly rural youth s}ia re 

In these respects, irrespective of subst^tial 
Jnd:;^rg^^^ differentiation, Includh^ minority ethnic vs., 

•A>mltii#n t etl^^^ distinctions. In this sense, the findings strongly sug- 

V extent •Cultural ly assimilated*^ into the dominant religipus patterns of the 

^^55^ii<*5n^ Excepit for rel Igtous af f j llat ion , th<5se two rural miner 

ai^?- - rit^^:^^^ like the^ do^iinant etfini^ White) than 

^S^^S|itith^^i^ : ; vV^^ ^ . V ^^^^^ 

^j,-'^:.^^U would seem that the. greatfist Influence ethnic Jd^ntjflcatli^ 
In .r|ference ,to^^^^^^^^^ membership In particular churche^^^ Yet , membe^rs^^^^^ 
i h dd lf fjer^ a great dea^^ impact >>n rel I - 

8S5^4^^iouv?^^^^ orientations, tfils s^rlmjjsly brfhgs Jnto question the 

ft^^^ in sociology that rel iglous Identification^ 

^^Jl^^^t^lly a ^ element In ethnic subcul tur^il differentiation in con- 

temporary American society (Greejey, 197^: Chpt. 7)- This may bp trup In- 



^^m^^^i^i=i^:^^>t^hises_- (I .e.-, the Old Ordef, Amlsh) ; however, It does npt appear to be so, 

rural Texas Blacks and^l^lc^n-Americans. ^ , 



^.^^^-^^_%estr^^ observed frequent Vy, partlcuTarly ?n 

mf}m^u :^-^^r<^nf^^ religious participation (for youth and parents) , cut V>ry corv- 

sistentty across^ ethnic group lines. Jn .pther'vwrds, gender (s'ex-rolea) does. 



l%l£-i^s!^^>5migS^a signl difference In religious behavior and orientations. The 



fe?^^A^iaasi>^suggest that- the sftx-role differentiation may le focused 
5ft|^^©3S^&iUinphas1s on a particular sex status somewhat differently among ^ 
WSMm^^mm^^'.-^^^^ Blac^ females stoodout f rem ^1 oth- : V; 



^i§§ffir^nmi^ very positive orientation toward^ ; 

^gftSlleWjloff; wheirea?^^ > 

- -- - ■-- r^'"'"^-^ ^-^ ^^'i 

8ifefc^S?^^conceptual^nd, theoretical infeneijces provided above provide ?Lbasi^ 
^iQ^Ji^^elopmentof a number of provacatlve jiypo^eses charing IT15 "^^^^ Sff^ 
theoretical notions about ethnic^ Siibcul tura 1, differentiation, sex-rble / \x 

social Izatfon, and ethnic minority assimilation In contemporary U.iS. society. . ; 
These deserve attention and should provide guides reiatlve. to expanding our . 
research effort in terms of mcl iorating . the paucity of researph Icndwlcdge ' \P: 
about youth m these respects. Surely, we can not continue io assume. that 
.religion Is of little significance for rural youth and for potentially ex- - 
-^^.-i:- , plaining variability in their behavioral patterns, value orclntatlons, attl- 
" iudcs. and conceptions 'of the self. The general findings of this study 

strongly suggest this would be a mistake. At least It Is time we seriously ■ 
investigated the probable general validity of this assumption. ' ' 

Whatever the conceptual or theoretical potential of these findings, they 
have important significance In extendi ng the extant emplrl cal knowledge about 
rural and m^prlty youth. Obviously the. 1 1 ml ted scope of this study- In terms 
of historical period, age of subjects., geo^raphlpl area, and particular ethnic 
unlts-cautlons against generalizing the findings too>roadTy. Yet. they pro- 
yl-de a base for the eventual accumulation of comparative data aimed at exten- 
ding the scope of generalizations possible or discovering tlie critical factors 
that llmli generalization. The author would be sincerely appreciative of ' 
Ve^tnlng'abput \ny comparable existing or.^f.rqjecfed data that might be used' 
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APPENDIX At INDICATORS 



W&ii^^^.^^^M^*^'^^ (circle one number) i 



I White 



Negro 



Oriental 



'l , Indian 

"^kl^lff American ancestry? (Circle one number): 

2 No * 



Other 



1 Yes V 



^iS^^^^t^^at Is^ yoMr rel Iglous preference? (Circle one number) : 





Protestant 




Roman ;CatfioT^^^^^ 








Other (What? 




Nohe;^^^. : ; 


e. Rel 


j^lousdrlentatlons 




Iferi g loUs Se 1 f Concept 



2* 



Do your friends consider you a religious person? 
fellglcm tmpe^jes 5ocfa Attainment. ^ 



Yes 



No 



How much effect do you t^ the fdllpwlng things wIlTjiaVe 

In keeping you from getting th(B job you desire? (Circle one number 
forTe^hythlT^^ v ^ ; ^ 

Mutlv Hucfr ^me at All- . - _ I 



2 - 



My rel ig ion 



36 



'- \ » 



^ A 



34 



^ f lnbbHance of Rel igion of Future Spouse 



tl-^S'l^^VA-z"^ ------- - 



would Mke know something about the girl (boy) you ^uld l ike 
to.inarry. If you could marry anyone you desired, how "important m^\6 
each Of the foil owr.ng things be in s.electing your wife ^husband)? 
^ (Ct rcle one. number for each Item.) ; 



Very ' \ Not Jery 

Important Important Impbrtai . 



. smart 7 - 
Same rel igioh as minie 



3 
3 



2 
2 



Not 
Important 

0 
0 



p. 'fe Vigi Ous rPa r t i ci pa t i On 



Onlthc average^ how of ten do religious services? (Ch^k on^ 



jd i 1-^^^^ i mesa ^;fl^ 

ev. Once a^week ^ ^^^ ^ : 

^ Hare'thaa once: a wee^ 



2. 



Oiv the average> how of ten^^ocsrydiir father: tor the male^ h^ad of hou^e- 
hpllwhe^e you live) attend rel l^i^ serVj^es^CN^^ 

> v^v Never \ " ^ ; - V- ^ ; I v^^ 

" o Prapt^ijc^^ >^ " ^ ^ r V 

: ^\ S c / ^ H^w^ t ( mes ye^ r ; V ^ ^ fx: y 

Vv, ;S d^?0j'2 ti^^ ^ ^ /V- " - - ^'^^ 

--w^^^ J^e t^ i ^ ^ . 

. ^^^v^No^ father or ma Ve head of household pr^^^^^ 



On the average, how: often docs your mothe r (or the; f ema j e head of /the 
household )yher(B you Vive) atte (Check one)_ 



a* 

:C*. 

e> 

f. 



Practically nevefc^ - . ^^^^.^ 

A^eWit^(neiSva year ^ ; )^:^ ^ 

1-2 ti|[ies A^T^nth ' ; . 

jbnce, a^ A^eek ^ ^ - 

More than once a wee^ ^ - > - 

No mother or female head of household present 



r 0 



' .-2 - - 




- > . '1'- if 



earner of your home? 
a speclfi^ job/ not 



mi 





i: __ - " ^ - 
■ ■ 



mimsmm 




. - ^ > z C=£/ 
- - - 



^r^ri3<.^ ^^^^ A^^J: - _ 



y. 
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